Bustanu’s-Salatin. 

Its date and author 


By B. 0. WlXSTEDT. 

In his account of the Malay manuscripts belonging to the 
Royal Asiatic Society London, that great scholar ran der Tuuk, 
following the interlinear Malay version instead of the Arabic in 
the manuscript before him, stated that the Bustanu’s-Salatin fi dzikr 
al-awwalin ival-akhmn, “ The Garden of Kings, showing forth 
the origin of all creation and the end thereof/' was composed at 
Acheh by Shaikh Xuru'd-din ibn ‘Ali ibn Hasanji ibn Muhammad 
.ar-Raniri of Gujerat in 1040 A.H. (1630-1631 A.D.) by order of 
Sultan Iskandar Thani ‘Ala'ud-din Mughayat Shah who reigned 
from 1636 till 1641 A.D.! • This error was copied by most, if not 
all, scholars until Dr. Baden Husein Jayadiningrat wrote his 
■critical study of the Sultanate of Acheh (Bij. T. L. en Vk. van 
X, I., Kon. Inst. Deel LXV, p. 136 foil., 1910.) By this Javanese 
scholar it was at last pointed out that the Arabic in the text re¬ 
cords that Shaikh Xuru'd-din came to Acheh on Sunday the 6th 
of Muharram 1047 A.H. (May 31, 1637) and got instructions to 
compose this book from the Sultan on the 17th day of Shawwal 
in the same Muhammadan year (March 4, 1638). These dates I 
may add are given not only in the Arabiq but also in the interlinear 
Malay text of Mr. B. J. Wilkinson's edition of two books of the 
Bustanu’s-Salatin (Singapore, 2 vols., 1899-1900). Again in the 
margin of the Taju’l-Mulk , (printed at Mecca in 1311 A.H. and 
in Egypt,—editions on sale in Singapore) is published a treatise 
by Shaikh Xurud-din, called the Bad’ khalk as-samawat wa’l ardh 
The origin of the creation of heaven and earth/' wherein in the 
Arabic of the preface it is stated that the author came first to 
Ac-hch on Sun clay the 6 th of Bajab 1047, but in the interlinear 
Malay translation of the Mecca edition Sunday the 6th of Muhar¬ 
ram 1040 and in that of the Egyptian edition Sunday the 6th of 
Bajab 1040 is given as the date ! That the treatise repeats the 
error of some of the MSS. of the Bust an is not surprising seeing 
that it is really the first book of the Bustan under another name. 
This fact, which unless I am mistaken has not hitherto been noted, 
would make the treatise useful for the preparation of a critical 
text of the Bustan (cf. for example Wilkinson's ech, p. 38, Fasal 
pada menyatakan kejadian shurga and the Egyptian ed.. p. 62.) 

That the correct date for the arrival of Shaikh Xuru'd-din in 
Acheh was the 6th of Muharram 1047 A.H. is almost certain as 
our Javanese scholar finds only that date (May 31. 1637) of all 
the dates given fell on a Sundry. And the date when Shaikh 
Xuru'd-din began to write the Bustanu’s-Salatin will be March 
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1638. At the same time, just as in the' Sejarah Melayu, there are 
interpolations, and, though at the beginning of Book II the author 
expresses the intention of writing of the kings of Aeheh down to 
Sultan Iskandar Thani (1636-1641 A.D.), there has been added 
the history of Sultan Inayat Shah who reigned from 1678 to 1688 
A.D. 


Besides the Bustanu s-Salatin, Shaikh Xuru’d-din ibn ‘Ali ibn 

Hasan ji ibn Muhammad a'r-Raniri translated and wrote various 

other works : in 1644 A.H. the Siratu’l-mustakim (still reprinted 

and on sale in Singapore), in 1045 A.H. the Kitab Iladith Nabi , 

*■ 

a Malay version of the Arabic in the 

reign of Iskandar Thani the Tabyan fi marifat al-adiyan and 
the Asrar al-insan fi ma’rifat ar-roh wa’r-rahman, in 1052 A.H. 
(1642 A.H.) the Alihbaru’l-alchirat fi ahwali’l-leiamat and the 
Jawahir al-ulum fi hashf al-maHum, and in addition several works 
directed against the heretical pantheism of Shamsu ? d-din of Pasai 
and Hamzah of Barus (Vide van der Tuuk, “Essays on Indo- 
China,” Second Series, vol. II pp. 15-16, 49-50 and the “ Gatalogi 
of Juynboll and van Ronkel.) 

There has been some confusion ( vide Snouck Hurgronje’s 
“The Achehnese” Vol. II, p. 12) of our author, who often styles 
himself Shaikh XuruM-din Muhammad Jailani, vdth one Shaikh 
Muhammad Jailani ibn Hasan ibn Muhammad Hamid a’r-Baniri, 
who came first from Gujerat to Aeheh as a teacher of logic, rhetoric 
and jurisprudence in the reign (1577-1586) of Sultan ‘AlaTid-din 
of Perak (or Mansur Shah, son of Sultan Ahmad of Perak), went 
to Mecca to study mysticism and returned to Aeheh in 1588, Hr. 
Raden Husein Jayadiningrat combats their identity by several 
arguments. Our author in all his works describes himself as the 
son of ‘Ali. In the Bustanu's-Salatin he actually mentions the time 
of the coming of his copatriot and describes him as the son of 
Hassan. Furthermore the dates of the two men differ by half a 
century. The Javanese scholar surmises that the earlier missionary 
was an older relative of the author of the Bustan. 


Jour. Strains Branck 


